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REMARKS 

Claims 1-28 are pending in this appUcation. By this Amendment, claims 7, 17 and 23 
amended. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections in view of the foregoing 
amendments and the following remarks is respectfully requested. 

I- Allowable Claims 

The Examiner is thanked for die indication that claims 1-6 are allowed, and that claims 
19-22, 26 and 27 contain allowable subject matter. However, for at least the reasons set forth 
below, Applicants submit that all pending claims are in condition for allowance. 

II- Claim Reje ction- 35 TT.S.C. § 103(a) 

A. Belstefling et al in view of HolHen 

The Office Action rejects claims 7, 14 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over U.S. Patent 
No. 4,536,690 to BelsterUng et al (hereinafter "BelsterUng") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,324,858 
to Holden (hereinafter "Holden"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

As discussed in Applicants' Request for Reconsideration dated November 21, 2002, 
Belstering is directed to a self-propelled robotic platform driven by magnetic coils, where die 
magnetic flux of t he coils link t he plat form wit h an underlying, preferably conduct ive, 
supporting surface. As also discussed in AppUcants' Request for Reconsideration, Holden is 
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directed to a self-cooUng rotary motor. Further, as noted in the Advisory Action dated 
December 9, 2002, "Belsterling in view of Holden does not disclose a gantry." 

Accordingly, Belsterling and Holden neither disclose nor suggest, either alone or in 
combination, a Hnear motor of a gantry comprising a temperature sensor as set forth in claim 
7, or measuring a temperature of the linear motor of the gantry as set forth in claim 23. For at 
least tiiese reasons, independent claims 7 and 23 are aUowable over BelsterUng and Holden either 
individuaUy or in combination. Claim 14 is allowable for at least die reasons discussed above 
with respect to independent claim 7, from which it depends, as well as for its added features. 
Accordingly, the rejection of claims 7, 14 and 23 should be withdrawn. 

^- Belsterling in view of Holden in view of Vollenwvdef et al 

The Office Action rejects claims 8 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over BelsterUng in 
view of Holden and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,258,671 to VoUenwyder et al 
(hereinafter 'VoUenwyder"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

VoUenwyder is cited for disclosing a fan for cooling a Unear motor. As such, 
VoUenwyder does not cure the deficiencies of BelsterUng or Holden discussed above. 
Accordingly, independent claims 7 and 23 are aUowable over BelsterUng, Holden and 
VoUenwyder either alone or in combination. Dependent claims 8 and 24 are allowable for at 
least the reasons discussed above witii respect to independent claims 7 and 23, from which they 
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respectively depend, as well as for their added features. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 8 
and 24 should be withdrawn. 



C. Belsterlin^ in view of Holden in view of Haft9:pll, J r 

The Office Action rejects claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Belsterling in view of 
Holden and florther in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,834,862 to Hartzell, Jr. (hereinafter "Hartzell"). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

HartzeU is cited for teaching a nozzle connected to a valve for the purpose of increasing 
the efficiency of a cooling system. The cooUng system cools a closely coupled Hnear motor used 
in high precision, high-speed X-Y stage wirebonders and diebonders. As such, Hartzell does not 
cure the deficiencies of BelsterUng or Holden discussed above. Accordingly, independent claim 
7 is aUowable over BelsterHng, Holden and Hartzell eitiier alone or in combination. Dependent 
claim 9 is allowable for at least the reasons discussed above with respect to independent claim 
7, from which it depends, as well as for its added features. Accordingly, die rejection of claim 
9 should be withdrawn. 

D. Belsterling in view o f Holden in view of Emshoff et al. 

The Office Action rejects claims 10, 12 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over BelsterUng 
in view of Holden and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,701 ,044 to Emshoff et al (hereinafter 
"Emshoff). This rejection is respectfuUy traversed. 
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Emshoffis cited for teaching a fitst cooUng device comprising water flowing in hoses and 
a second cooUng device comprising a cooling gas also cooHng a generator. As such, Emshoff 
does not cure the deficiencies of BelsterUng or Holden discussed above. Accordingly, 
independent claim 7 is allowable over Belsterling, Holden and Emshoff either alone or in 
combination. Dependent claims 10, 12 and 13 are aUowable for at least the reasons discussed 
above with respect to independent claim 7, from which they depend, as well as for their added 
features. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 10, 12 and 13 should be withdrawn. 

Belsterlin g in view of Holden in view of Sfralpy 

The Office Action rejects claim 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over BelsterHng in view of 
Holden and furdier in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,329,732 to Straley (hereinafter "Straley"). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Straley is cited for teaching multiple temperature sensors for measuring a temperature of 
each coil in a motor. As such, Straley does not cure die deficiencies of BelsterUng or Holden 
discussed above. Accordingly, independent claim 7 is allowable over Belsterling, Holden and 
Straley eitiier alone or in combination. Dependent claim 1 1 is allowable at least for the reasons 
discussed above with respect to independent claim 7, from which it depends, as well as for its 
added features. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 11 should be withdrawn. 
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^- Belsteriing in view of Holden in v iew of Leu then 

The Office Action rejects claims 15, 17, 18 and 28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
Belsterling in view of Holden and fiirther in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,542,324 to Leuthen 
(hereinafter "Leuthen"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Leutiien is cited for means to reduce a motor speed when the sensed temperature of the 
motor is above a predetermined temperature. As such, Leuthen does not cure die deficiencies 
of Belsterling or Holden discussed above. Accordingly, independent claims 7, 17 and 23 are 
allowable over BelsterUng, Holden and Leuthen either alone or in combination. Dependent 
claims 15 and 18 and 28 are allowable at least for the reasons discussed above widi respect to 
independent claims 7, 1 7 and 23, from which they respectively depend, as well as for tiieir added 
features. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 15, 17, 18 and 28 should be witiidrawn. 

G. Belsterlin g in view of Holden in view of Yahn 

The Office Action rejects claims 16 and 25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over BelsterUng in 
view of Holden and furtiier in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,907,021 to Yabu (hereinafter "Yabu"). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Yabu is cited for teaching that environmental factors are important for gantry systems 
used in projection exposure devices and further teaches environmental sensors. AppHcants note 
that Figure 1 of Yabu discloses peizoelectric 10 devices for adjusting a reduction projection lens 
system 3 based on environmental conditions. Yabu does not disclose a gantry. As such, Yabu 
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does not cure the deficiencies of BelsterHng or Holden discussed above. Thus, independent 
claims 7 and 23 are allowable over BelsterUng, Holden and Yabu either alone or in combination. 
Dependent claims 16 and 25 are allowable at least for die reasons discussed above with respect 
to independent claims 7 and 23, from which they respectively depend, as well as for tiieir added 
features. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 16 and 25 should be withdrawn. 



CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted tiiat die 
appUcation is in condition for aUowance. If die Examiner beUeves that any additional changes 
would place the appHcation in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
die undersigned attorney, Randall H. Cherry, at die telephone number listed below. 

To die extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the fiJing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 16-0607 and please credit any excess fees 
to such deposit account. 

Respectfully submitted, 
FLESHNER & KIM, LLP 




John C. Eisenhart 
Registration No. 38,128 
Randall H. Cherry 
Registration No. 51,556 

P.O. Box 221200 
Chantilly,VA 20153-1200 

703 502-9440jCE/RHC:jgn,:ylw 

Date: January 6, 2003 
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